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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: Applicant was informed that the newly amended claims require new 
considerations with respect to the prior art. Applicant was also informed that, even if the declaration for unepected 
results would be considered, the claimed invention would still not be patentable over the newly identified prior art, 
which teaches organized bone formation by using mesenchymal cells transfected with a nucleic acid encoding for 
BMP-2. Upon Applicant's request, the Examiner agreed to reopen prosecution . 



